ON THE CONCEPTS OF EPISTEMOLOGICAL ORDER AND COORDINATIVE DEFINITIONS'
H istorically, it seems that all branches of human endeavor falling under the genera! category of science have had a rather similar development -so I visualize four main stages: (a) A preliminary stage, in which there is a delineation of a certain provirice of inquiry (discipline boundaries), and at least a vague formulation of aims and approaches. (b) The data-gathering stage, in which a large body of empirical material is accumulated according to the aims previously envisaged. (c) The classification stage, in which typologies and other low-level conceptual tools are constructed in an afctempt to bring order out of the chaos of accumulated materials. (d) Finally, the "mature" stage of conceptualization, in which further order is imposed on the situation by attempting to subsume the empirical data under the genera! rubric of laws, now more accurately called theories. It must be noted, however, that these are not clear-cut periods or stages, and they may overlap.
We have already passed through the first three stages in the development of anthropology as a science, and we are on the threshold of the conceptualizing stage -and, in my opinion, anthropology is now in the most crucial period of its history. Indeed, like the physical sciences in the late 19th century, anthropology has arrived at an impasse. During the past 100 years our science has accumulated a large corpus of empirical data, but despite some valiant attempts at conceptualization, we have not succeeded in imposing upon it the order required for a take-off to the next stage, let alone for arrival at social laws clearly envisaged by Radcliffe-Brown (1964) . It is true that we have made progress from Morgan's time to the present, in that we have been able to develop a series of classificatory and typologica! conceptual tools which have enabled us to make meaningful, if somewhat vague,
